‘OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION

65 East State Street, Suite 312
Columbus, Ohio 43215
(614) 466-0880 B 320

APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
' Revised 6/90

IMPORTANT: Applicant should consult the *Instructions for Completion of Project Application
for assistance in_the proper completion of this form.

ANDERSON TOWNSHIP TRUSTEES
7954 Beechmont Avenue

APPLICANT NAME

STREET :
Cincinnati, Oh
CITY/ZIP 45255-3192
PROJECT NAME BARTELS ROAD
PROJECT TYPE Rebabilitation ccg C;'
TOTAL COST S 190,000 © Eo
533
DISTRICT NUMBER _2- - r_::o
COUNTY HAMILTON o =
-y _2‘-__{
— e
— rrp™
oy

45244

PROJECT LOCATION ZiP CODE

DISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION
To be completed by the District Commitiee ONLY

S_170.000.00

RECOMMENDED AMOUNT OF FUNDING:

FUNDING SOURCE (Check Only One):

State 1ssue 2 District Allocation State Issue 2 Small Government Fund
_ X  Grant State Issue 2 Emergency Funds
—— lLocal Transportation Improvement Fund

Loan
Loan Assistance

FOR OPWC USE ONLY
OPWC FUNDING AMOUNT: §

OPWC PROJECT NUMBER:



1.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION

1.1 CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER Robert W. Dorsey
TITLE Board President
STREET : 7954 Beechmont Avenue

Cincinnati, OH
CITY/ZIP ' 45255
PHONE (513 ) 474 5560
FAX ( <) -

1.2  CHIEF FINANCIAL
OFFICER - William Skeen
TITLE Clerk
STREET 7954 Beechmont Avenue

Cincinnati, OH
CITY/ZIP 45255
PHONE ( 513 ) 474 - 5080
FAX ( ) v

1.3 PROJECT MGR David Sparke
TITLE Road Superintendent
STREET 7954 Beechmont Avenue

Cincinnati, OH
CITY/ZIP 45255
PHONE ( 513 ) 474 - 3080
FAX ( ) -

1.4 PROJECT CONTACT See 1.3
TITLE
STREET
CITY/ZIpP
PHONE ' ( ) -

FAX ( ) -

1.5 DISTRICT LIAISON —William Bravshaw, PF. PS
TITLE Chief Deputy Engineer
STREET Hamilton County Engineer

223 West Galbraith Road
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, OH 452i5
PHONE ( 513) 761 - 7400

FAX ( 513) 761 - 9127




2.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

IMPORTANT: If project is muiti-jurisdictional in nature, Information must be consolidated for

2.1
2.2

completion of this section.
PROJECT NAME: BARTELS ROAD REHABILITATION

BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - (Sectlons A through D):
A. SPECIFIC LOCATION:

From Clough Pike, Northwestwardly to Newtown Road

B. PROJECT COMPONENTS:

Removal of base and surface course 8. Berm reconstruction
Minor hump removal s

Minor widening

Subgrade compaction

Underdrain installation

301 Asphaltic concrete base

- 404 Asphaltic concrete surface

C. PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS/CHARACTERISTICS:
1640' long
24" average width
Asphalt pavement

SO W N

D. DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

IMPORTANT: Detail shall be included regarding current service capacity vs proposed service

2.3

level. If road or bridge project, include ADT. If water or wastewater project,
include current residential rates based on monthly usage of 7,756 gallons per
household.

This road currently serves two schools and is a major thoroughfare
connecting Newtown Road to Clough Pike (7372 A.D.T.) It was originally
designed to serve only the schools but a signalized intersection (installed
by County government) has greatly increased its traffic load. It was last
worked on 17 years ago when the schools were built,

REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION
(Photographs/Additional Description; Capital improvements Report; Priority List;
Syear Plan; 2-year Maintenance of Effort report, efc.) Also discuss the number
of temporary and/or fulltime jobs which are likely to be created as a result of
this project. Affach Pages. Refer to accompanying instructions for further
detdil.



3.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

3.1

o)

D)

c)
d)
e)
1)

e)

3.2

e)

D

#*

PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS (Round to Nearest Dollan:

Project Engineering Costs:
1. Preliminary Engineering $
2. Final Design $
3. Constfruction Supervision $
Acquisition Expenses
1. Land , $
2. Right-of-Way : S
Construction Costs _ g 175,000
§
$
§

Equipment Costs
Other Direct Expenses.
Contingencies

15,000

TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS 190.000

PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

- Dollars %
Local In-Kind Contributions $
Local Public Revenues ) 20,000 10
Local Private Revenues S
Other Public Revenues
1. CDOT 5
2. FMHA $
3. QOEPA S
4, OWDA _ S
5. CDBG 5
6. Other S
OPWC Funds
1. Grant $___ 170,000 90
2. Loan S
3. Loan Assistance 8
TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES 5 190 goo 100

If the required local match is to be 100% in-Kind Contributions, list source of funds 1o be
used for retainage purposes:

3.3 AVAILABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS

Indicate the staius of all local share funding sources listed In section 3.2(a)
through 3.4(c). In addition, if funds are coming from sources listed in section
3.2(d), the following Information must be alached to this project application:

1 The date funds are available:

2) Verification of funds in the form of an agency approval letter
or agency project number. Please include the name and
number of the agency contact person.



3.4 PREPAID ITEMS

Definltions:

Cost - Total Cost of the Prepaid item.

Cost ltem - Non-construction costs, including preliminary engineering, final
design, acquisition expenses (land or right-of-way).

Prepaid - Cost items (non-consfruction costs directly related to the project),
paid prior to receipt of fully executed Project Agreement from

: OPWC,

Resource Category - Source of funds (see section 3.2). :

Verlfication - Invoice(s) and copies of warant(s) used to for prepaid costs,

accompanied by Project Manager’s Certification (see section 1.4).

IMPORTANT: Verification of all prepald items shail be attached to this project application.

COST ITEM | RESOURCE CATEGORY COST
1)) $
2) $
3) $
TOTAL OF PREPAID [TEMS $

3.0 REPAIR/REPLACEMENT or NEW/EXPANSION

This secfion need bnly be completed if the Project Is o be funded by $SI2 funds:

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT $ 190,000 100 %
State Issue 2 Funds for Repair/Replacement $ 170,000 90
(Not fo Exceed 90%)
TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT NEW/EXPANSION $ 0 o %
State Issue 2 Funds for New/Expansion $ 0 _0

(Not to Exceed 50%)

4.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE
ESTIMATED ~ ESTIMATED
START DATE ~ COMPLETE DATE

4.1 ENGR. DESIGN 1/ 1/ 9 5/ 31/ 91
4.2 BID PROCESS 6 / 1/ 91 6/ 30/ 9
4.3 CONSTRUCTION 7/ 1/ @91 12/ m/ o




5.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION

The Applicant Certifies That:

As the official representative of the Applicant, the undersigned certifies that:
(1) he/she is legally empowered to represent the applicant in both requesting
and accepting financial assistance as provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohio
Revised Code and 164-1 of the Ohio Administrative Code; (2) that to the best
of his/her knowledge and belief, all representations that are a part of this
application are true and comect: (3) that all official documents and
commitments of the applicant that are a part of this application have been
duly authorized by the goveming body of the Applicant; (4) and, should the
requested financial assistance be provided, that in the execution of this project,
the Applicant will comply with all assurances reguired by Ohio law, including
those involving minority business utilization, Buy Ohio, and prevailing wages.

IMPORTANT: Applicant certifies that physical construction on the project as
defined in this application has not begun, and will not begin, until
a Project Agreement on this project has been issued by the Ohio
Public Works Commission. Action to the contrary is evidence that
OPWC funds are not necessary to complete this project.

IMPORTANT: In the event of a project cost underrun, applicant understands that
the identified local match share (sections 3.2(a) through 3.2(c) will
be paid in full toward completion of this project. Unneeded OPWC
funds will be retumed to the funding source from which the project
was financed.

Henry Dolive. Addministrator

Cerlifying Representative (Type Name and Title)

2tlis @ NS 9/14/90
Sighature/ %’n‘e Signed

Applicant shall check each of the statements below, confiming that all required Infonﬁcﬂon Is Included In this

application:
A five-year Capltal imbrovernents Report as required In 164-1-31 of the Ohlo Administrative Code
and a Two-year Molntenance of Local Efort Reoart as required in 164-1-12 of the Chio Adminishrative
Code.

A raegistered professional englnesr’s estimate of useful Iife as required In 164-1-13 of the Chlo
Administraiive Code. Estimate shailt contaln enginesr’s original seal and signature,

A registered professional engineer's estimate of cost os required in 164-1-14 and 164-1-16 of the Ohlo
Adminisirative Code. Estimate shall contain englnesr's original seal and signcrturs.

A carfified copy of the leglsiation by the goveming body of the applicant authorizing a designated
official to submit this application ond to exacute confracts.

YEi A copy of the cooperation agreement(s) (for projects Involving more than one subdivison or district),
N/,

YES  Coplas of ol Involces and warants for thase Hams ldentifled cs *pre-paid” In saction 4.4 of thi
N/A  application.

ENN NN



6.0 DISTRICT COMMITTEE CERTIFICATION
TThhg’r .Districf Infegrating Committee for District Number 2 Cerifies

As the officlal representative of the District Public Works Integrating Commltiee,
the underigned hereby cerifies: that this application for financial assistance
Qs provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohlo Revised Code has been duly
selected by the appropriate body of the Distict Public Works Intfegrating
Committee; that the project’s selection was based entirely on an objective,
District-oriented set of project evaluation criterig and seleciion methodology
that are fully reflective of and In conformance with Ohio Revised Code
‘Sections 164.05, 16406, and 164.14, and Chapter 164-1 of the Ohilo
Adminisirative Code; and that the amount of financlal assistance hereby
recommended has been prudently derived in consideration of all other
financial resources available to the project. As evidence of the District’s due
consideration of required project evaluation criteriq, the results of this project’s
ratings under such criteria are attached 1o this application.

DONALD C. SCHRAMM, CHAIRMAN DISTRICT &2 INTEGRATING COMMITTEE

Cerlifying Representative (Type Name and Title)
%ﬁm Aress i lfs

Sighature/Date”Signed |




ANDERE0ON TOWNSHIFP
79354 Beechmont Ave
Cincinnati, Ohio 45255-3192

ROAD MAINTENANCE
S YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

FUNDING
1991 cmmmmm $400,000.00
1992~ - = $425,000.00
1983 mmmmem $450,000.00
1994 ——mmmmme $475,000.00
1895--<ccmee $500,000.00

This is to certify that this is the anticipated 1level of
spending for Road Maintenance, Capital Improvements, for Anderson

Township.
e, C Lo

William C. Skeen, Clerk




UREAN PROJECTED FROGRAH CO3T3

{8 o 1660 )

STRATESY ' TESRY YEARZ YEARS YEARS YEARS

£ 31.53 10,34 1571 il.4d G435
T

3, FREVENTIVE 52.93 94.83 .41 it.lh 43,30
AATHTENANCE

£. EFERGENCY 7:28 2,26 1.1 0,47 4.00
REPARIRE

D, REHABILITATIDN 229,17 229,55 279,47 229.3 23.%

E. RECONSTRUETION 1689.37 ig9.18 1R7.30 184,54 29,17

111 TOTAL ¥33% 942,335 344,39 348,71 . 820,47 427,93



ANDERSON TOWNSHIP
Z YEAR MAINTENANCE
OF LOCATL, EFFORT RERPORT



Aezd pzas Raad

aush
CLE KRR (42
Fadaf CIRCLE 042
CAROL LAHE 083
JTTY COURT 08H
\RTHSIDE LANE 134
MEZY COLRT 144
DAY HILLE DRIVE 164
‘3L3REEN DRIVE 157
IEROYE DRIVE iog
EROVE DRIVE ' 158
TE HOUSE LANE 251

Y DRIVE 30l
SEERRY DRIVE 259

Total length for this yzar:

24DZRENY TRHHESHTR

dais

£

nce Depariasnt
LY

Aesurfacing Jobs dons in ihe year 178F
Lencth Szzprintiop of ink
{zilzs!
£.38 EJSE GRIMD, 212 OVERLAY ENTIRE LENRTH
0.95 FULL WIDTH GRIMD, CURE REPATR, 412 QYERLAY ENTIXE LENGTH
4,08 FULL WIDTH GRIND, CURB REPAIR, 317 OWERLAY EYTIRE LFNSTH
0,13 ERIND, FULL DEPTH REPAIR, CURB REPAIR, ! 1/27 217 QVERLAY
0,05 GRIND, CURS REPAIR, FULL DEPTH REPAIR, 412 DVERLAY
£.22 GRIND, CURB REPARIR, 412 QVERLAY, ENTIRE LENGTH
43 CURR REPAIR, FULL DEPTH REPAIR, 212 OVERLASY EMTIRE LENGTH
100 GRIND EDGES, 412 OVEZRLAY, CiCUSH TO COMCRETE SECTIDN
0,22 L 1/27 £12 DYERLAY, RUSTICHDOD TO Bi0R
9,32 $17 DVZRLAY, THDOVALLEY 7O 9108
0,34 BEIND EDBES, 4127 OYERLAY ENTIRE LENETH
2,28 FUtE DEPTH REPAIR, 412 DYERLAY ENTIRE LEHATH
.15 SRIND EDGES, £12 DVERLAY ENTIRE LEHGTH
3.5% pilas



R HQRD DRLUE
IrbS AVENUE
RHNIZ AVENUE
24CELAT DRIVE
WIITLEEE DRIVE
J3ZTREE LEKE
HERVICH

RRY J0E DRIVE
MAEOR LARE

P ITTLE LANE

: sn.&
LT BLOSSOE LAKE
ZRIAYL LANE
WEDALE COURT
KNINGER LANE
S THEHAY LANE
IRRLP §04D
HETTE DRIVE
LF CIRCLE
RTAILL PLACE
) CHAPEL BRIVE
RE3TDE DRIVE
ITAN AVERUE
{TSPORT DRIVE
IE BLUFF LANE
WISTA DRIVE
ENTA LAHE
UERA PLACE
IMITRIGRE DRIVE
\THERGLEN DRIVE
TTO0L BRIVE

HEBATE DRIVE
BLE COURT
CETHORN DRIVE
VIEH COURT
KERDN DRIVE
INET CIRGLE
IZHDUSE DRIVE

2% 104 GYSRLAY WOLFSHBEL WESTWARD 7O END

L¥minndi

2" 404 QVERLAY BUNBADIN 1O HALFCIRTLE

CRACK SEAL ANB SLURRY SEAL HITH TYPE 2, BALEH SOUTE TO NEYW SECTION

CRACK SEac AND SLURRY 2ERL WITH TYPE 2, IORP. LINE TS END
CRACK SEAL EMD BLURRY SEAL HiTH TYPE 2, ENTIRE LENGTH

BRIND ENTIRE WIDTH, 27 404 OVERLAY JOETTL ZASTHARD TD IF4D E
CRACK SEAL AHD SLURRY BEAL A1TH TYPE Z, FROK NEW SECTIGN TO
CAACK SEAL AMD SLURRY SEAL 4ITH TYPT 7, ENTIAE LENRTH

CRACK SZAL AND SLURRY ZEAL LSING TYPE 2, EASTLAND WESTHARDLY
LRACY ZEAL AND GLURRY BzaL WITH TYPZ 2, ZMTIRE LFHATY

CRACK BEAL AXD BLURRY SEAL HIHT TYFE 3, ENTIRE LENETH

GRIKD & BOYH SINES, 2* 204 GYERLAY EIDUCq TG ¥EY SECTION
CRACK EEAL ANB SLURRY HITH TYPE 2, ENTIRE LEMGTH

CRACK BEAL AND SLURRY SzAL USINE TYPE 2, ENTIRE LENATH

GRIND EMTIRE HIDTH, Z* 404 QVERLAY ENTIRE LENGTH

CRACK SEAL AKD SLURRY BEAL HITH TYPE 2, NORDYE TO CLEGHONT
CRACY 3EAL AND SLURRY SEAL HITZ TYPE 2, ENTIRE L'NE!H

CRACK SEAL AND SLURRY SEAL WITY TYPE 2 FAOM MT CARHEL ROAD T

BRIND &° BOTH EIDES, 27 404 QVERLAY CLOUSH 70 SADDLERATK
CRACY SEAL AND SLURRY SZAL WITH TYPC 2, EHTIRE LENGTH
27 404 GYERLAY ENTIRE LEMETH

CRACK SEAL AND SLURRY SEAL WITH TYPE 2 FROM HT. CRERNEL 70 [CL
CRACK SEAL AND SLURRY SEAL TYPE 2 FROM ASEURY TO COHCRETE

2% 404 OVERLAY, ENTIRE LENGT

CRACK SERL AND SLURRY SEAL HITH TVFE 2, ENTIRE LEMETH
CRACK 3EAL AND GiURRY 82Al HITH TYPE 2, ENTIRE LENRTH
GRIND &° BOTH SIDES, 27 404 OVERLAY SADBLEBACK TO NEHTOWM
CRACK SEAL ARD SLURRY 5EAL USING TYPE 2, ZNTIRE LENGTH

2% 204 QVERLAY STATE TO END

BRIND &' BOTH GIDES, 2" 404 OVRRLAY ENTIRE LENGTH

GRIND FULL ¥IDTH, 2" 404 OVERLAY POND RUN TO CUL~DE-S4C
BRIND o BOTH SIDED, 2° 404 OVERLAY CNTIRE LEHBTH

GRIND &° BOTE EINES, 2™ 404 GVERLAY ENTIRE LEMETH

CRACK SEAL AMD SLURAY SEAL YITH TYPE 2, CSHTIRE LENSTY
CRACK SEAL ANFD SLURRY BEAL WITH TYPE 2, ENTIRE LEHGTH
CRACK ZEAL AND SLURRY BEAL WITH TYPE 2, ENTIRE LENGTH
CRACK SEAL AND SLURRY SEAL WITH TYPE 2, ENTIRE LENGTH
CRACK SEA. AMD SLURRY SEAL WITH TYPE 2, ENTIRC LENBTH
ERRCK SEAL AND SLURRY SEAL BITH TYPE 2, EXTIRE LENATH
CRACK SEAL AND SLLRRY BEAL WITH TYPE 2, ZNTIRE LENGTH
CRACK SEAL ARD SLURRY SEAL WITH TYPE 2, EWTIRE LENETH
CRACK SEAL AND SLURRY SEAL UBING TYPE 2, ENTIRE LENRTH
CRACK SERL AND ELURRY GEAL WITH TYPE 2, EMTIRE LEMGTH
CRACK 3EAL AND SLURRY SEAL HITH TYRE 2, ENTIRE LENGTH
CRACK SEAL ANG SLURRY SEAL 4ITH TYFE 2, ENTIRE LEMBTH
CRACK SERL AND SLUARY SEAL WITH TYPE 2, HORTHPORT 1D BETHANY
CRACK SEAL AMD SLURRY SEAL WITH TYPE 2, ENTIRE LENATH
CRACK SZEL AND SLURRY 32AL WITH TYPE 2, LITTLEDRY RUN TO WHI

3

ND
FINNEGAN

i, LINE

0figR. .

ERCO. LI%

CESTION

TEHAUEE






Bikh]
HIE .1t CRACY SEAL & TYPE [I SLURRY SFAL, HDRTH OF AESCHMONT

A 094 4.in CRACK SEAL & YFZ IT SLURRY SEAL, ENTIRE LENATH
%FL 1 ROAZ a7 0. 15 CRACK SEAL & TYPE 11 SLURRY SFAL, ENTIRF LENGTH
CLIFF PLALE G613 0,32 CRACK SEAL & TYPE IT SLURRY SEAL, ENTIRE LENGTH
LYH DRIVE 42 007 CRACK BEAL % TYPE 1T SLURRY SEAL, ENTIRE LENGTH
D8ES RGAD 026 0,72 OVERLAY HITH 2° 304 ENTIRE LENGTH
REY ROAD 627 0.04 CRACK SEAL & TYCE I1 SLURRY SEAL, ENTIRE LENGTH
REY PLALE 028 0,07 CRACY ESZAL % TYRPE IT SLURRY SERL. ZHTIRE LENATH
ETTA DRIVE G435 0,43 2% 404 OVERLAY, FROY SALEH SOUTHWARD 2280
IAVIEY COURT ’ 089 0.09 2% 404 OVERLAY EMTIRE LENGTH
HOLLOY 90 0.02 2% 404 JVERLAY ENTIRE LENSTH
AR TUCY LAKE 95 0,07 2' 404 OYERLAY ENTIRE LENETH
¥GLEY DRIVE 102 9.09 2% 204 OVERLAY ENTIRE LENATH
RHYERY FAV I ) 2% 404 BYERLAY, ENYVIRE LENGTH
WIGBIE BRIVE BV B (1 2* 404 QVERLAY, SOUTH SIDE OF BENNET
ALERFEN DRIVE 187 032 2" 204 OVERLAY, MORTHWARD 1495 FROM HiNLZV
CORDRIDGE DRIVE 1773 8,28 2% 404 GVERLAY ENTIRE LENBTH
ILTEHRILLE DRIVE 17k i, 26 2% 404 UVERLAY ENTIRE LENGTE, CONCOSDAIDAS T4 POND RN
UBTSE DRIVE igl 0.2 CRACK SEAL & TYPE II ELURRY BEAL, ENTIRE LENBTH
_OHBLEN DRIVE 18  0.4% CRACK SEAL & TYPT 11 SLURRY SEAL, 109 F7 8. OF SIGHA CIRCLE TO PATTOY
_THEE DRIVE 122 0,35 CRACK SEAL & TYPE IT SLURRY SESL, SHMMITRIDBE T8 NORTHPORT
HURST LANE | 9.3 CRACX SEAL AND TYPE 1T SLURAY SEAL, ENTIAE LENWSTH
{ITHILLS BRIVE 193 0,35 CRACE SEAL % TYPE IT SLURRY SEAL, ﬁDRTHPGh? H, 4419
(MEHT DRIVE g 0.1 2" 104 BVERLAY, ENTIRE LENRTH

iERIGGE DRIVE 229 f.35& 2" £04 GVERLAY, BURNEY T4 JEANNIE

ATON RAY 230 213 2" 204 DVERLAY, ENTIRE LENGTH

i1E BOURY 257 0.1s CRACK EEAL & TYPE II SLURRY EEAL, ENTIRE LEHETH

IEC DRIVE 251 6,32 2% 404 QYERLAY, FROM LITTLE DRY RUN 8, L E, 1747

| 2N AVENUE 244 ¢,17 2% 404 GYERLAY, ENTIRE LENATH

CHATEAL DRIVE 289 6.37 CRACK SEAL & TYPE IT SLURRY SFAL, ENTIRE LEMBTH
RIDGE CAURT 220 0,08 CRACK BEAL & TYPE IT SLURRY SEAL, ENTIRE LEMBTH
IIDBE DRIVE 231 0,13 CRACK SEAL & TYPE 11 SLURRY SEQL, ENTIRE LEMBTH
FORT COURT @2 0,10 CRRCK SEAL & TYFE I1 SLURRY SEAL, ENTIRE LENGTH
REOUSE DRIVE 30% .1t CRACK SEAL & TYFE IT SLURRY SEAL, ENTIAE LENETH
HAYEN DRIVE K9 O 71 CRACK EEAL & TYPE II SLURRY SEAL, ENTIRE LENGTH
Y¥00DS DRIVE e 0.7 cRACK BEAL % TYPE IT SLURRY SEAL, EMTIRE LENGTH

Tatal leagth for this year:



ANDERSON TOWNSHIP

Hamilton County, Ohio
7954 Beechmont Avenue
Cincinnati, Ohioc 45255-3192

TOWNSHIP TRUSTEES
- Robert W. Dorsey
Pegagy D. Reis

Michael L. Walton
474-5560

TOWNSHIP CLERK
William C. Skeen
474-5560

TOWNSHIP ADMINISTRATOR
Hanry C. Dotive
474-5560

FIAE CHIEF
George Fashka
474-5562

ROAD SUPERINTENDENT
David Sparke
474-5080

LAND USE ADMINISTRATOR
ZONING INSPECTOR

Harry Von Busch

474-5560

SHERIFF'S SUBSTATION
Sgl. Charles Stein, O.LG,
B25-2280

November 1, 1990

Issue 2 Integrating Committee
Attn: Mr. Joseph Hipfel
Hamilton County Engineer's Office
700 County Administration Bldg.
138 East Court Street

Cincinnati, OH 45202-1258

Dear Mr. Hipfel/Committee Members:

It is our understanding that the Anderson Township Board of
Trustees will be awarded Issue 2 funding for the
rehabilitation of Bartels Road and that, per the structure of
these awards, the committee needs confirmation of 10% local
matching funds.

I hereby confirm that, as required by the grant, the Anderson
Township Board of Trustees plans to designate approximately
$20,000 of road repair money to match $180,000 of awarded
Issue 2 funding to meet the anticipated Bartels project cost
of $200,000.

We appreciate the consideration the committee has shown us
this year through this funding. If you have any gquestions,
please call our Township Administrator Henry Dolive or our
Road Superintendent Dave Sparke.

Sincerely,

Robert W. Dorsey
President
Board of Trustees




Recommended streets for Issue 2 submission

BARTELS RQAD

Length 1640 ft. Average width 24 ft. Asphalt pavement

TRAFFIC COUNT

December 5th, 5629 vehicles. December 6th 6382 vehicles
Average for 24 hr. period 6106 vehicles

This street is being recommended for consideration since it serves
multi-jurisdictions including 2 schools. Since the installation of

a traffic =1gnal at the intersection of Clough and Bartels there has
been a large increase in traffic. Residents of Anderson Township,
Cincinnati and the surrounding communities are users of this road.

Tyée of repairs recommended

The repairs that have been considered for Bartels Road are removal

of the existing surface and base course to a depth of one foot. Re-
compaction of the sub-base and installation of underdrains. Replacement
of the roadway would be using 6" of 301 asphhltic concrete with a

new wear course consisting of 4" of 404 asphaltic concrete. Berm

reconstruction would also be included.

Estimated quantities and costs

Removal of base and surface course. 1500 cu/yds $18000.00
Subgracde compaction 4400 sg/yds 5000.00
Underdrain installation 2000 1n/ft 45000.00
301 asphaltic concrete base 750 cu/yds 45000.00
404 asphaltic concrete surface 500 cu/fyds 25000.00
Berm reconstruction 365 cu/yds 10950.00

TOTAL $148950.00
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ANDERSON TOWNSHIP BOARD OF TRUSTEES

August 30, 1990

MOTION: The Board of Trustees of Anderson Township authorizes David Sparke, Road Superintendent,
to apply for Issue 2 funds to supplement the Community Development funding for

upgrading the subdivision containing Brook , Sherman, Schermer, and Coolidge roads and

also for the rehabilitation of Bartels Road.

CERTIFICATION
I, William C. Skeen, Clerk of Anderson Township, hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was appraved

by unanimous vote of the Trustees of Anderson Township on the 30th day of August 1990.

A amr C. /4%«%5

William C. Skeen
ANDERSON TOWNSHIP




ANDERSON TOWNSHIP

Hamilton County, Ohio
7954 Beechmont Avenue
Cincinnati, Ohio 45255-3192

TOWNSHIP TRUSTEES
Rabert W. Dorsey
Peggy D. Reis

Michael L. Walton
474-5560

TOWNSHIP CLERK
William C. Skeen
474-5560

CWNSHIP ADMINISTRATOR
Henry C, Doliva
474-5560

FIRE CHIEF
Gaorge Faske
474-55{2

ROAD SUPERINTENGENT
David Sparka
474-5080

AND USE ADMINISTRATOR
ZONING INSPECTOR

Harry Von Busch

474-5560

SHERIFFS SUBSTATION
Sgt. Gharies Stain, O.1.C.
825-2280

August 22, 1990

Donald Schramm, P.E., P.S.
Hamilton County Engineer
138 E. Court St. Rm 800
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

RE: Bartels Road Truck Ban,
Dear Don:

In 1988 your department installed a traffic signal at the
intersection of Bartels Road and Clough Pike. The installation
of this signal put an excessively high traffic load on a
township road that was primarily an access road for the
schools, (A.D.T. 7237). This installation not only increased
regular vehicular traffic but also encouraged the majority of
the trucks coming from the gravel and asphalt facilities in
Newtown to take advantage of the signalized intersection.

After a short period of time following your installation of the
traffic signal, we began to notice that the asphalt surface was
beginning to creep because of the heavy trucks. Because of
this damage, the Board of Trustees of Anderson Township, on
July 21, 1988, placed a truck ban on Bartels Road to. prevent
any further damage.

We have just recently been told that this ban may have no value
for our Issue 2 applications even though it was in effect
before Issue 2 criteria were established. Now it seems that

- only engineering bans are assured of being counted in assessing

Issue 2 points. We would like your commitment that this
interpretation will not stand in the case of Bartels Road.

In June of this year this situation was discussed with Joe
Hipfel of your office and he felt that the Trustees ban would
be acceptable - but also said he would follow up and let Dave
Sparke know if any other action would be needed. Now, when we
receive the 1991 funding applications for Issue 2, we read that
all bans must be of an engineering nature, a critericn which
was never mentioned on previous applications. On August 17th,
Mr Sparke again called and talked to Mr. Tim Gilday and was
told an engineering ban was needed and that a study would be
required which probably could not be completed prior to the
cut-off date for Issue 2 applications.

If for some reason you do not have the authority to grant an

exemption to this interpretation based on the specifics of the
Bartels Road ban, we reguest that you initiate and expedite the

FOUNDED 1793 — 1993 BICENTENNIAL




necessary action to place an official engineering truck ban on
Bartels Road-- to be completed in time to be counted as a part
of our Issue 2 application.

If you or your staff have any any questions please contact me
or Dave Sparke.

Sincerely yours,

nd

Hen olive
Administrator

cc: Anderson Township Trustees
Issue 2 Application
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(BARTELS)

ADDITIONAL. SHUPPORT INFDRMATION

For 1991, Jjurisdictions shall complete the State application form for
Issue 2, Small Government, or lLocal Transportation Improvement Program

(LTIP) funding. In addition, the District 2 Integrating Committee
reguests the following information to determine which projects are
funded. Do NOT request a specific type of funding desired, as this is

decided by the District Integrating Committee.

1. Of +the +total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is similar
to the infrastructure of this project, what percentage can be
classified as being _ in poor condition, adequacy and/or
serviceability?

Typical examples are:

Road percentage= Miles of rpad that are in poor condition
Total miles of road within jurisdiction

Storm percentage= Miles of storm sewers that are in poor condition
~ Total miles of storm sewers within jurisdiction

Bridge percentage= Number of bridges that are in poor condition
Number of bridges within jurisdiction

See attached charts

2. . What is the condition of the existing infrastructure to be
replaced, repaired, or expanded? For bridges, base condition on
latest general appraisal and condition rating.

Closed Poor

Fair X Good

Give a brief statement of the nature of the deficiency of the present
facility such as: inadegquat=z load capacity (bridge); surface type and
width; number of lanes; structural condition; substandard design
elements such as berm width, grades, curves, sight distances, drainage
structures, or inadequate service capacity. IT krnown, give the
approximate age of the infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or
expanded.

Marginal lane width, (12 ft)

Inadequate berms, primarily on the hill

Marginal site distance when approaching the crown

of the hill

Paage 1



I¥f State Issue 2 funds are awarded, how soan (in weeks aor maonths)
after completion of the agreement with OPWC would the opening of bids

occur?
180 Days

Please indicate the current status of the praject development by
circling the appropriate answers below.

a) Has the Consultant been selected?.eeceercceerns. Yes /No/ N/a
bB) Preliminary development or engineering completed? éﬂ%{? No N/A
c) Detailed construction plans completed?.....ee... Yes /No/ N/&
d) All righf—of—way acquired?ceees e s snannanacaaneea jE%;? No M/A
e) Utility coordination completed?....uccc... Ceaeanan Yes No N/A

Give estimate of time, in weeks or months, to complete any item above
not yet completed.

How will the proposed infrastructure activity impact the general

health, welfare, and safety of the service area? (Typical examples
include the effects of the completed project on accident rates,
emergency response time, fire protection, health hazards, user

benefits, and commerce.)

This road is traveled heavily by school busses and students along with the general

public. These improvements will add to the safety of the road.

For any project invelving GRANTS, the local jurisdiction must provide
a MINIMUM oF 10X of the anticipated construction cost.
Additionally, the local jurisdiction must pay 1004 of the costs of
preliminary engineering, inspection of construction, and right—of-way
acquisition. ITf a praoject is to be funded under Issue 2 or Small
Government, the  costs of any betterment/expansion are 100% local.
Local matching Funds must either be currently on deposit with the
Jurisdiction, or certified as having been approved or encumbered by an
outside agency (MRF, CDBHG, etc.). Proposed funding must be shown on
the Project Application under Section 3.8, "Project Financial
Resources". For a project invelving LDANS or CREDIT ENHANCEMENTS,
100X of construction costs are eligible for funding, with no local
match regquired.

What matching funds are to be used for this project? (i.e. Federal,
State, MRF, Local, etc.)

annsh-ip

To what extent are matching funds to be utilized, expressed as a
percentage of anticipated CONSTRUCTION costs?

107




Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency
resulted in a complete ban or partial ban of the use or expansion of
use Tfor the involved infrastructure? (Typical examples include weight
limits, truck restrictions, and moratoriums or limitations on issuance
of new building permits.) THE BAN MUST HAVE AN ENGINEERING
JUSTIFICATION TO BE CONSIDERED VALID.

COMPLETE BAN PARTIAL BAN X ND BAN
Will the ban be removed after the project is completed? YES NO
Document with specific information explaining what type of ban

currently exists and the agency that imposed the ban.

No throupgh trucks. (See attached letter) Board of Trustees

What 1is the total number of existing users that will benefit as a
result of the proposed project? Use appropriate criteria such as
househalds, traffic counts, ridership figures for public transit,
daily users, etc., and equate to an equal measurement of users:

7132 ADT

For roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average Daily
Traffic by 1.2 occupants per car (I.T.E. estimated conversion tactor)
to determine users per day. Ridership figures for public transit must

be documented. Where the facility currently has any restrictions or
is partially closed, use documented traffic counts prior to
restriction. Far storm sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and
other related facilities, multiply the number of households in the

service area by four (4) to determine the approximate number of users
per day. :

The Ohio Public Works Commission. requires that all jurisdictions
applying for project. funding develop a five year overall Capital
Improvement Plan that shall be updated annually. The Plan is to
include an inventory and condition survey of existing capital
improvements, and a list detailing a schedule for capital improvements
and/or maintenance. Both Five-Year Overall and Five-Y=ar Issue 2
Capital Improvement Plans are required.

Caopies of these Plans are to be submitted to the District Inteqrating

Committee at the same time the Project Application is submitted.

Is the infrastructure to be improved part of a facility that has
regional significance? (Consider the number of jurisdictions served,
size of service area, trip lengths, functicnal classification, and
length of route.) Provide supporting information.

Yes, this is used by 95% of the traffic coming from Newtown, Mariemont, Fairfax.

and other communities to Mt. Washington, Anderson Township., and Beechmont Mall

Page 3



OHIO INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM (ISSUE 2)
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (LTIP)
DISTRICT 2 - EAHILTON COUNTY
1951 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA

'JURISDICTION/AGENCY: /4)0_72{:" s A/ /e -

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION:

BEArTELS £da0

PROPOSED FUNDING:

ELIGTIBLE CATEGORY:

9

1)

2)

3)

NOTR:

Type of project

10 Points - Bridge, road, stormwater
5 Points - All other projects

If Issue 2/LTIP funds are granted, how soon after the
Project Agreement is completed would a construction contract
be awarded? (Even though the jurisdictions will be asked
this question, the Support staff will assign points based on
engineering experience.)

10 Points - Will definitely be awarded in 1991
5 Points - Some doubt whether it can be awarded in 1991
0 Peoints - No way it can be awarded in 1991

What is the condition of the infrastructure to be replaced
or repaired? For bridges, base condition on latest general
apprailsal and condition rating. :

15 Points - Poor condition
10 Polnts ~ Fair to Poor condition
5 Points - Falr condition

If infrastructure is in "goocd" or better condition, it

will NOT be considered for Issue 2/LTIP funding, unless it is a
betterment project that will improve serviceability.



6)

If the project 1s built, what will be its effect on the
facility's serviceability?

5 Points -~ Will significantly effect serviceability

4 Points -

3 Points - Will moderately effect serviceability

2 Points -

1 Point = Will have little or no effect on serviceability

Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is
similar to the infrastructure of this project, what portion
can be classified as being in poor or worse condition,
and/or inadequate in service?

10 Points - 50% and over
8 Points - 40% to 49%

6 Polints - 30% to 39%

4 Points - 20% to 25%

2 Points - 10% to 19%

0 Points - Less than 10%

How important is the project to the health, welfare, and
safety of the public and the citizens of the District and/or
the service area?

10 Points - Significant importance
8 Points -

6 Points - Moderate importance

4 Points -

2 Points - Minimal importance

What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

10 Points - Poor

8 Points -

6 Points - Fair

4 Points -

2 Polnts - Excellent

What matching funds are being committed to the project,
expressed as a percentage of the TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST?
Matching funds may be local, Federal, ODOT, MRF, etc. or a
combination of funds.

Points - More than 50%
Points - 40% to 49.9%
Points - 30% to 39.9%
Points - 20% to 29.9%
Point - 10% to 19.9%

=N Wy

MINIMUM 10% MATCHING FUNDS REOUIRED



f;‘ 9) Has any formal action by a Federal, State, or 1locz
governmental agency resulted in a partial or complete ban c
the usage .or expansion of the usage for the involve
infrastructure? Examples include weight limits o
structures and moratoriums on building permits in
particular area due to local flooding downstream. Point
can be awarded ONLY if construction of the Project bein
rated willl cause the ban to be removed.

10 Points - Complete ban
5 Points - Partial ban
0 Points - No ban

69 10) what is the total number of exXisting daily users that wil
benefit as a result of the proposed project? Appropriat
criteria includes traffic counts & households served, whe:
converted to a measurement of persons. Public transit user:
are permitted to be counted for roads and bridges, but onl:
when certifiable ridership figures are provided.

10 Points - 10,000 and oOver
Points - 7,500 to 9,999
Points - 5,000 to 7,499
Points - 2,500 to 4,399
Points - 2,499 and uUnder

b o0

11) Does the infrastructure have regional impact? Conside:
originations & destinations of traffic, size of service
area, number of jurisdictions served, functiona’
classification, etc.

5 Points - Major impact

4 Points -

3 Points - Moderate impact

2 Points -

1 Point ~ Minimal or no impact

TOTAL AVAILABLE = 100 POINTS

(ol



